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Response to Arguments 
Allowable Subject Matter Withdrawal 

1 . The allowable subject matter of claims 3 and 1 1 indicated in the previous office 
action has been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 3, 6-8, 11, 14, 17 and 1 8 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

In claim 3, in line 15, the phrase "try to identify" does not considered as a positive 
limitation, because the term "try to" is considered vague and indefinite. The Examiner 
does not know whether each NA is performing the identification or not. 

Similar problem exists in claim 7, 11 and 17. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3, 6, 1 1 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bearden et al. (Pub No.: 2004/0062204), in view of Foti (Pat No.: 
6839323). 

For claim 3, Bearden et al. disclosed the method comprising: 
transmitting a respective command from a network troubleshooting center (NTC) 
(Bearden et al. fig. 1 , Testing Server 104) to a plurality of network analyzers (NAs) 
(Bearden et al. fig. 1 , endpoint devices 102) monitoring communication lines through 
which Voice-over-Internet Protocol (VoIP) data streams are transmitted (Bearden et al. 
paragraphs 0032-0040, 0051). The devices 102 respond to commands or requests from 
the testing server 104 to participate in test calls for the purpose of VOIP monitoring and 
analysis in system 100, wherein the system comprises an internet network 106; and 
after receiving the command, collecting quality of service data by the NAs for 
data streams associated with a telephone call having the command as a source or 
destination and transmitted through the communication lines, and providing quality of 
service information by the NAs to the NTC based on the collected quality of service data 
(Bearden et al. paragraphs 0032). After receiving requests from testing server 104, the 
endpoints 102 may synthesize a call, measure QoS parameters such as jitter, loss and 
delay associated with the call, and report the results back to the testing server 104; 
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before the step of collecting quality of service data, the step of: 

after receipt of the input command, monitoring call control information by each 
NA on the corresponding communication line in accordance with the command to try to 
identify a data stream associated with a telephone call having the command as a source 
or destination (Bearden et al. see paragraphs 0051-0055, fig. 3). Upon receiving one or 
more test commands by the end devices, a given endpoint device attempts to carry out 
the commands. When attempting to carry out a command to generate a synthetic call, 
the endpoint device typically performs a call setup with a destination device using RTP. 
During call, the measurement and collection may be performed in compliance with 
RTCP. Although only one endpoint device is carrying out the commands, however it is 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have other 
endpoint devices be in part of the test to carry out the commands as well e.g., 
paragraph 0051 , which states: "For example, the telephony server may determine 
desirable times, duration, and codec settings for the test, as well as the particular 
devices that will place synthetic calls as part of the test.". 

However, Bearden et al. did not explicitly disclose the features of transmitting 
information indicating a respective telephone number; transmitting, by a first NA of the 
NAs to identify the data stream, identifying information of the identified data stream to 
the NTC; and after receipt of the transmitted identifying information, communicating 
between the NTC and the NAs so that each NA has the identifying information. 

Foti from the same or similar fields of endeavor disclosed the features of 
transmitting information indicating a respective telephone number (Foti see column 4, 
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lines 35-40). The gatekeeper sends a monitor query message to the monitoring station. 
The monitor query message includes the H.245 source address and the H.245 
destination address for the call, if available, as well as subscriber addressing 
information and the unique Call ID (telephone number); 

transmitting, by a first NA of the NAs (fig 1 , monitoring station, access routers) to 
identify the data stream, identifying information (reply message) of the identified data 
stream to the NTC (see column 1 , lines 45-67). Sending a query message from the 
gatekeeper to the monitoring station asking whether the mobile terminal (MT) is to be 
monitored, and sending a reply message from the monitoring station to the gateway 
gatekeeper indicating that the MT is to be monitored, where the reply message is 
broadly interpreted as the identifying information; and 

after receipt of the transmitted identifying information , communicating between 
the NTC and the NAs so that each NA has the identifying information (see column 1 , 
lines 45-67). After receiving the reply message from the monitoring station, the 
gatekeeper sends a monitoring request (reply message) to the access router associated 
with the monitored mobile terminal (MT), the request identifying the MT to be monitored, 
instructing the access router to monitor the MT that is associated with the call to be 
monitored. Thus, the gatekeeper, monitoring station and the access router all has the 
identifying information. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to use the features as taught by Foti in the network of Bearden et 
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al. The motivation for using the features being that it provides transmission efficiency in 
the network. 

Regarding claim 6, Bearden et al. disclosed the feature wherein the telephone 
call is based on Session Initialization Protocol (SIP) (Bearden et al. see paragraphs 
0043). 

Claim 11 is rejected similar to claim 3. 
Claim 14 is rejected similar to claim 6. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 7, 8, 17 and 18 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the objection, 
set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KAN YUEN whose telephone number is (571)270-1413. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 1 0:00a. m-3:00p.m EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky O. Ngo can be reached on 571-272-3139. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Kan Yuen/ /Ricky Ngo/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2464 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2464 
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